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Introduction

The 2001 re-authorization of the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act of 1965 was signed into federal law January 8, 2002.
Characterized in the statute as, "An Act to close the achievement gap
with accountability, flexibility, and choice, so that no child is left
behind," it carries the short title, “No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act
of 2001.” Accountability measures required by the Act are, in many
respects, comparable to those comprising Kentucky’s school
accountability and testing system. For example, Kentucky set goals
for Proficient student performance, and established a support system
for schools in assistance via the Kentucky Educational Reform Act
(KERA) of 1990 and House Bill 58 passed in 1998. States were
initially hopeful that their existing accountability systems would meet
the requirements of NCLB. However, the United States Department
of Education (USDOE) continues to issue additional guidance on how
states may or may not implement the federal law.

Like Kentucky, many states have modified and/or supplemented their
student assessments to comply with the federal statute and now use
assessment results to make both federal and state accountability
decisions. Kentucky has retained its accountability system, while
working to comply with the federal mandate. It accomplishes this
through a two-dimensional system in which state and federal
requirements are complementary.

Kentucky law authorizes the Kentucky Board of Education (KBE) to
implement final assessment and accountability policy decisions after
receiving advice from stakeholder committees. All NCLB
implementation proposals developed by Kentucky Department of
Education (KDE) were reviewed by the following committees before
final approval by KBE, in accordance with the advisory process.

e The National Technical Advisory Panel on Assessment and
Accountability (NTAPAA)

e The School Curriculum, Assessment and Accountability
Council (SCAAC)

e The Legislative Education Assessment and Accountability
Review Subcommittee (EAARS).

Kentucky’s system of public education has been a national model for
years. Well, before NCLB was signed into law, Kentucky adopted
and implemented goals it shares with NCLB, including:

e High expectations for all students,

e Rigorous student performance standards and descriptions tied
to annual assessments,

e Multiple content-based and performance-referenced
assessments measuring what students know and can do (such

2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide — Detailed Information About Your Score Reports 2

Kentucky Department of Education — (V 3.2)



Adequate Yearly Progress
(AYP) is the term used in
NCLB to refer to the
minimum improvement
required of each school
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As the term implies,
progress toward NCLB
academic goals is
evaluated annually.
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as applying higher-order thinking skills in reading and
mathematics),

e School and district accountability,

e School report cards providing performance information to
parents,

e And, most significant, a goal of Proficiency by the year 2014.

In addition to having implemented a system of assessments, Kentucky
has established school rewards and consequences, required school
improvement plans, conducted scholastic audits, and assigned highly-
skilled educators to support schools in assistance. Further, Kentucky
has published student assessment results disaggregated by
subpopulation and has implemented a unified data collection and
reporting system.

NCLB requires that assessment results be made available and
Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) determinations be made prior to the
start of the next school year. The 2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide is
designed to explain how key provisions of NCLB are implemented in
Kentucky and how NCLB requirements compare to those of the state
dimension. It includes a sample of the 2006 school and district
accountability reports to be released in August 2006. A table of
definitions with references and comments is located in this Guide in
Appendix A.

If you have questions about the federal accountability rules under
NCLB, please visit our website at http://www.education.ky.gov or
contact the Division of Assessment Support at 502-564-4394.

Wellstone Amendment

In April of 2006, the KBE approved adopting the flexibility that the
USDOE offered that is commonly referred to as the “Wellstone
Amendment.” This would be used as Kentucky transitions to
accountability for reading and mathematics assessments in grades 3-8,
in order to comply with NCLB.

History:

The Augmented Norm-Referenced Test (A/NRT) was a one—year
solution for 2006 and beginning in spring 2007, Kentucky will assess
reading and mathematics in grades 3-8 with a new Kentucky Core
Content Test in all NCLB required grades. The current accountability
regulation includes averaging data from two to three years preceding
the current year to make AYP determinations if the school or a
student subpopulation of sufficient size does not meet the goals for
reading and mathematics using current year data for calculations.
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However, with the implementation of the Augmented NRT, there will
only be one year of data available from Augmented NRT results.

Therefore, Kentucky will invoke the Wellstone Amendment and
calculate AYP for the existing KCCT grades by averaging two years
of data for all subpopulations of sufficient size, schools, and districts.

An emergency regulation will modify the current KBE regulation that
includes averaging data for two or three years to the last two years as
required by the Wellstone Amendment.

703 KAR 5:020 E

The aggregate average shall be computed based on the most recent
two (2) years of student performance data in reading and
mathematics from the KCCT.

Participation rate shall be computed as an average of the most recent
two (2) years, to reach 95%.

The confidence interval shall also be based upon the same most
recent two (2) years of student of student performance data upon
which the aggregated average is based.

Basically, AYP will be determined by using the percent proficient and
above data and participation data from the last two years of KCCT
data in reading (grades 4, 7 & 10) and mathematics (grades 5, 8 &
11.)

The Augmented NRT data will be reported separately and released
with the NCLB reports.

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) is the term used in NCLB to refer to
the minimum improvement required of each school and district over
the course of one year; however, Kentucky has invoked the Wellstone
Amendment and will use a two year average. It is measured at the
school and district levels by:

e Measuring growth in the percentage of students scoring Proficient
or above in reading and mathematics.
e Assessing improvement on the "other academic indicator."

e Testing at least 95% of enrolled students and student
subpopulations of sufficient size.
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students who have been
enrolled for a full
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Participation Rate for Sufficient Size

The 10 students per grade per year and 60 students over two years
will be used to calculate Participation Rate for 2006.

Full Academic Year

While schools must test all enrolled students and all tested students
must be included in the NCLB Participation Rate count, schools are
held accountable only for those students enrolled for a “full academic
year.”

Any 100 days of attendance during the school year up to and
including the first day of the testing window.

AMO Sufficient Size

Since subpopulation data are included in NCLB accountability for
determining AYP, it must be determined that the subpopulation is of
sufficient size before evaluating performance against an AMO.

NCLB allows states to define sufficient size for an accountable
subpopulation at a school. Kentucky's National Technical Advisory
Panel for Assessment and Accountability (NTAPAA) recommended
the adoption of a “10 per grade, and 60 per school or 15%” rule. This
means that for a school to be held accountable for a subpopulation:

There must be at least 10 students in that subpopulation per
accountability grade tested per year,

and
(a) 60 subpopulation students school-wide in the KCCT
grades over two years (based on Wellstone); or
(b) Subpopulation count comprises 15% of all students in
the KCCT grades over two years (based on Wellstone).

AYP Decision Components

The following three components are considered in determining
whether or not a school/district makes AYP.

(1) Annual Measurable Objectives (AMOSs) in
Reading and Mathematics (% Proficient Goals)

All schools in a grade level have the same objectives (starting points
and targets). The objectives are expressed as the percent of students at
Proficient or above, computed separately in reading and in
mathematics. (Starting points and AMOs by year are given on page 9
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of this Interpretative Guide.) The federal goal is for all students and
subpopulations of sufficient size to score at Proficient or above by 2014
in both reading and mathematics.

The goal for the Commonwealth Accountability Testing System
(CATYS) is for all schools to have an accountability index of 100 by
2014. Kentucky’s Accountability Index, based on a weighted average,
permits Distinguished to partially compensate for below-Proficient
performance. This compensation feature is absent in NCLB. AMOs
reflect un-weighted percentages of students at or above Proficient.
Distinguished performance carries no benefit over Proficient
performance in federal accountability. Further, higher scores in one of
the two content areas do not compensate for lower scores in the other.

While Kentucky values performance in seven Core Content areas,
federal requirements currently value performance in reading and
mathematics exclusively. While NCLB does require the assessment of
science by 2006, science is not required currently to be included in the
AYP calculations for NCLB. Note: science is already a component of
CATS.

(2) Progress on the Other Academic Indicator: The
CATS biennial or mid-point classification at
Elementary and Middle School and Graduation
Rate in High School

Elementary and middle school levels: Besides increasing the
percentages of students scoring at Proficient or above in reading and
mathematics, NCLB requires the use of an “other academic
indicator” in determining a school or district’s AYP. This provided a
way for Kentucky to demonstrate value for all Core Content areas, as
well as for its nonacademic goals. Beginning with the 2005 NCLB
report, the CATS biennial or mid-point classification has been used as
the other academic indicator required by NCLB at the elementary and
middle school levels,. This indicator will be considered to be met if a
school is classified as progressing (any category), meets goal, or if in
assistance the school has demonstrated growth in the accountability
index at or above the state average for the specific grade-level
configuration. Without reducing their focus on reading and
mathematics, schools will also be credited for their students' progress
in science, social studies, arts and humanities, practical
living/vocational studies and writing.

High school level: NCLB requires that the other indicator include
graduation rate. As part of meeting AYP, NCLB requires all high
schools to show improvement in their graduation rates.

Kentucky chose not to expand the additional academic indicator
beyond graduation rate at the high school level. Graduation rate for
2005 is defined as the quotient of:
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The USDOE allows
inclusion of students who
take more than four years
to graduate, provided that
the additional schooling
time is stipulated in the
student’s IEP and the
student qualifies for a
standard diploma.
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[number of 2005 on-time completers (standard diploma within
4 years, including students with disabilities whose Individual
Education Plan (IEP) stipulate they will need more than four
years to obtain a standard diploma)]

divided by

[number of 2005 all completers (includes standard diplomas
plus certificates of completion plus students with no IEP who
will take longer than four years to graduate) plus number of
2005 12" grade dropouts plus the number of 2004 11" grade
dropouts plus number of 2003 10" grade dropouts plus
number of 2002 9™ grade dropouts]

The State goal is 98%
graduation rate by 2014.

Since graduation rate is
lagged one year, the goal
for 2006 for determining
school/district AYP is the

Kentucky gives credit for certificates of completion awarded to

Kentucky’s most profoundly disabled students. Kentucky values the

performance of these students as much as that of regular-diploma
students. However, the USDOE does not permit states to count

certificates of completion in calculating graduation rate. It allows
credit only for those students receiving regular high school diplomas

in four or fewer years. Students with disabilities, who have IEPs
documenting their need for more than four years of instruction to
complete high school, and qualify for a standard diploma, are
considered graduates for NCLB calculation purposes.

The state goal is 98% graduation rate by 2014. Since graduation rate
is lagged one year, the goal for 2006 for determining school/district

AYP is the target for 2005, or 77.75.

NCLB growth in the graduation rate means:

(a) a graduation rate that is equal to or greater than the
corresponding annual goal or,
(b) a graduation rate that exceeds that of the prior year.

Graduation Rate Targets
Each Year From 2004 - 2014

target for 2005, or 77.75. Graduation
Year Rate Goal
2004 75.50
2005 77.75
2006 80.00
2007 82.25
2008 84.50
2009 86.75
2010 89.00
2011 91.25
2012 93.50
2013 95.75
2014 98.00
2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide — Detailed Information About Your Score Reports 7
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To meet AYP, the

school/district as a whole
and each subpopulation of
sufficient size must have at
least a 95% Participation
Rate average over two years.
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(3) Testing of at Least 95% of Enrolled Students
& Subpopulations of Sufficient Size

To meet AYP, the school/district as a whole and each subpopulation
of sufficient size must have at least a 95% participation rate average
over two years.

Components (1) and (3) apply to every school; while (2), the “other
academic indicator” applies differently to elementary and middle
schools (CATS biennial or mid-point classification) vs. high schools
(graduation rate). Accountability decisions for P-8, P-12 and 7-12
schools use a combination. See the table below for NCLB
accountability components by school configuration.

NCLB Accountability Components by School Configuration

Additional Academic Indicator
School Reading | Math Participation CATS Graduation
Configuration AMO AMO Rate Classification Rate
Elementary ¢ . *
Middle ¢ ¢ ¢
High ¢ ’ ’
P-8 . ¢ *
P-12 ¢ ¢ ' ¢
7-12 . ¢ ¢ . ¢

NCLB accountability

point, percentage
Proficient or above.

requires that all schools
evaluate progress (AYP)
against the same starting-

Starting Points and Annual Measurable
Objectives (AMOS)

To compute AMOs in compliance with NCLB, Kentucky must apply
to all schools a uniform percentage-Proficient-or-above baseline.
This baseline must correspond to the 20th percentile of the
distribution of all Kentucky schools. The 20th percentile starting
points in reading and mathematics were calculated separately at the
elementary, middle and high school levels. The reading and math
starting points for each school level are used for determining AMOs
and AYP for each student subpopulation required by NCLB (i.e.,
students with disabilities, poverty, ethnicity, and limited English
proficiency).
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The chart displays the starting points from 2001-2002 and the AMOs from
2002-2014 for both reading and mathematics. School configurations are
listed across the top of the chart.

AMOs in Reading and Mathematics
by School Year and School Configuration

School Configuration

Elementary Middle High Primary — 08 Primary - 12 07 -12

School Year
Reading | Math | Reading | Math | Reading | Math | Reading | Math | Reading | Math | Reading | Math
2001-02 47.27 | 22.45 | 45.60 | 16.49 | 19.26 | 19.76 | 46.44 | 19.47 | 37.38 | 19.57 | 32.43 | 18.13
2002-03 47.27 | 22.45| 45.60 | 16.49 | 19.26 | 19.76 | 46.44 | 19.47 | 37.38 | 19.57 | 32.43 | 18.13
2003-04 47.27 | 22.45| 45.60 | 16.49 | 19.26 | 19.76 | 46.44 | 19.47 | 37.38 | 19.57 | 32.43 | 18.13
2004-05 53.86 | 32.14 | 52.40 | 26.93 | 29.35 | 29.79 | 53.14 | 29.54 | 45.21 | 29.62 | 40.88 | 28.36
2005-06 53.86 | 32.14 | 52.40 | 26.93 | 29.35 | 29.79 | 53.14 | 29.54 | 45.21 | 29.62 | 40.88 | 28.36
2006-07 53.86 | 32.14 | 52.40 [ 26.93 | 29.35 | 29.79 | 53.14 | 29.54 | 45.21 | 29.62 | 40.88 | 28.36
2007-08 60.45 | 41.84 | 59.20 | 37.37 | 39.45 | 39.82 | 59.83 | 39.60 | 53.04 | 39.68 | 49.32 | 38.60
2008-09 67.04 | 51.53 | 66.00 | 47.81 | 49.54 | 49.85 | 66.53 | 49.67 | 60.86 | 49.73 | 57.77 | 48.83
2009-10 73.64 | 61.23 | 72.80 | 58.25 | 59.63 | 59.88 | 73.22 | 59.74 | 68.69 | 59.79 | 66.22 | 59.07
2010-11 80.23 | 70.92 | 79.60 | 68.68 | 69.72 | 69.91 | 79.92 | 69.80 | 76.52 | 69.84 | 74.66 | 69.30
2011-12 86.82 | 80.61 | 86.40 | 79.12 | 79.82 | 79.94 | 86.61 | 79.87 | 84.35 | 79.89 | 83.11 | 79.53
2012-13 93.41 | 90.31 | 93.20 | 89.56 | 89.91 | 89.97 | 93.31 | 89.93 | 92.17 | 89.95 | 91.55 | 89.77
2013-14 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 [ 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0
NCLB uses the term The term “starting points” is used when referring to NCLB beginning

“starting points.”

CATS uses the term
“baselines.”

NCLB requires that AMOs
increase at least every
three years. The Kentucky
Board of Education
adopted the approach of
establishing two, three-
year plateaus of
performance toward the
goal of 100% proficiency.
Kentucky has established
separate reading and
mathematics AMO targets
for elementary, middle,
and high school grades.

values. This term distinguishes the NCLB beginning values from
Kentucky “baselines,” the beginning values used in CATS
Accountability Index comparisons. Starting points and targets are
expressed as the percent of students at Proficient or above. The
starting points and targets are the same for all students and all
subpopulations of sufficient size in all schools/districts per grade level
configuration.

NCLB allows the flexibility of one starting point for reading and one
for mathematics for all grade levels combined or one in each content
area for each grade level. Kentucky chose to use separate starting
points and goals per grade level. This decision recognizes the
difference in each grade level and does not force a one-size-fits-all
approach.

NCLB specifies how the starting points must be set. The process for
each school level (elementary, middle school and high school) was
the same for reading and mathematics. The following steps were used
to produce starting points for elementary reading:
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The “at or above” Proficient
percentage is the number of
students scoring Proficient (P)
& Distinguished (D) divided
by the total number of students
tested.

(P + D)+ (# of students tested)
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1) The percentage of students scoring Proficient and above was
calculated for each school.

2) The “at or above” Proficient percentages for all elementary
schools were then ranked in descending order from the highest
percentage to the lowest percentage. The total number of
students tested at each school was also listed with this ranking.

3) Next, starting at the bottom of the list, with the lowest “at or
above” Proficient percentage value, the number of students
tested at each school was added incrementally until the
cumulative number of students reached 20 percent of the total
number of students in the state.

4) The percent “at or above” Proficient corresponding to the
20th-percentile school, i.e., the school at or below which 20
percent of the students in the state fell, became the starting
point for reading at the elementary level.

Once the above values were determined for reading and mathematics
for elementary, middle and high school, the starting points for P-8, P-
12 and 7-12 schools were then calculated. The calculation for school
districts was the same as for a P-12 school. For reading, the
following steps were used to set starting points:

1) For P-8 schools, the starting point for elementary school was
first added to the starting point for middle school (i.e., 47.27 +
45.60 = 92.87); this value was then divided by two to get the
starting point (i.e., 92.87 / 2 = 46.44).

2) For P-12 schools/districts, the starting points for elementary,
middle and high school were first added (i.e., 47.27 + 45.60 +
19.26 = 112.13); this value was then divided by three to get
the starting point (i.e., 112.13 /3 =37.38).

3) For 7-12 schools, the starting points for middle and high
school were first added (i.e., 45.60 + 19.26 = 64.86); this
value was then divided by two to get the starting point (i.e.,
64.86 /2 =132.43).

Note: A similar process was used for mathematics for the same
grade configurations.

The federal goal for AMOs is for all students to reach Proficiency in
reading and in mathematics by 2014. Once the starting points were
established, yearly goals were set. The federal law requires that the
AMO must be increased at least every three years. The Kentucky
Board of Education (KBE) adopted the approach of establishing two,
three-year plateaus of performance toward the goal of 100%
proficiency. More specifically, Kentucky has established separate
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In the NCLB Reports
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the size of the confidence
interval.
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reading and mathematics intermediate goals or AMOs for elementary,
middle, and high school grades that begin with two plateau-periods of
three years each, including the 2002 baseline year, where the AMO
remains the same. The first increase in intermediate goals took place
in the 2004-2005 school year, the second increase will take place in
the 2007-2008 school year, and then the increases occur annually.
This model allows schools time to understand and adjust to the new
federal requirements.

The federal accountability NCLB report to be delivered to schools in
August reflects these starting points and AMO targets. The report
shows school performance measured against the AMO targets outlined
on page 9. Intermediate goals for elementary, middle, and high school
reading and mathematics will be applied to each school building, as
well as to each subpopulation of sufficient size at the school-building
level, to determine AYP status. When calculating the 2005-2006 results
statewide for school districts, and for school buildings that span
multiple grade levels, as well as for subpopulations within them,
performance will be calculated as the average of the elementary,
middle, and/or high school performance.

Percent Proficient or Above and Confidence
Intervals

NCLB also requires states to establish a definition of Proficient
performance for purposes of determining AYP in reading and
mathematics. At its August 2003 Board meeting, the Kentucky Board
of Education decided that Kentucky would comply with the NCLB
requirement by using its current definition of Proficient to make AYP
decisions. School and district percentages of student scoring
Proficient and Distinguished are compared to AMOs in making AYP
decisions. Recall that NCLB does not award additional credit for
Distinguished.

Since NCLB requires a state’s evaluation of AYP to be statistically
sound, the United States Department of Education (USDOE) allows
construction of a confidence interval (CI) or error band around
percentages of students scoring Proficient or above. Confidence
intervals for all students and subpopulations of sufficient size for
reading and mathematics were constructed using a single sample t-
test. The confidence interval or CI provides a test for whether or not
the observed percent Proficient is statistically, significantly different
from the AMO at the 99% confidence level.

Note: the t-test is a two-tailed t-test — alpha (error) level set at .01 —
which creates a statistical test at the 99% confidence interval. For
NCLB, only the positive (upper) range of the confidence interval is
used for AYP determination. Technically, this application makes the
statistical test a one-tailed t-test for a 99.5% confidence interval.
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If a school’s observed percent Proficient falls below the AMO, but the
upper boundary of the confidence interval is above the AMO, it is
concluded that the observed percentage is not significantly different
from the AMO percentage. The school is considered to have made
AYP. On the other hand, if the school's observed percent Proficient
falls below the AMO and the upper boundary of the confidence
interval is also below the AMO, then the school is considered to have
failed to have made the AMO and thus AYP.

The formulas used for NCLB AYP calculations are:

VP (@-P)N+(N-1))
SEP=

V(N)

Where:

SEp is the standard error of the proportion

N  is the number or count of students.

V() is the square root of the number within the parenthesis

The confidence interval (CI) used for NCLB is:

CI = P + (t-critical) (SEp) Note: the obse_rved Pinthis caseis a
proportion. It is converted to a percentage
for reporting.

Where:
CI s the Confidence Interval
P s the proportion of students scoring Proficient or above
t-critical is the critical value for a two-tailed t-test at the .01
alpha level (99% CI) using degrees of freedom (df)
SEp is the standard error of the proportion (as calculated
above).

Note: the shape of the t-distribution directly depends, not on the
sample size per se, but on the degrees of freedom (df), which is the
number of scores in a distribution that are free to take on any value.
The degrees of freedom for a particular statistical test will equal the
sample size minus the number of parameters that have to be estimated
from the sample, or N minus the number of restrictions on the data.

For the confidence interval used for NCLB, the number of restrictions
is 1. So degrees of freedom for the confidence interval is N - 1. This
is the number that is used when looking up the critical value for t.

Each side of the confidence interval (positive and negative) would be
added to the percent scoring at or above Proficient to obtain the upper
and lower boundaries of the confidence interval in reading or
mathematics.

2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide — Detailed Information About Your Score Reports 12
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If the confidence interval overlaps the AMO, then the t-test shows
that the difference between the AMO and the observed percent
Proficient and above is not statistically significant and the school is
considered to have met the AMO. If the target value or AMO is
outside the confidence interval range (and the confidence interval
range is below the AMO), then the t-test shows a statistically
significant difference between the AMO and the observed percent
Proficient and above. The school, therefore, is considered not to have
met the AMO.

It is important to remember that the application of the t-test for NCLB
is through the confidence interval and this ensures that sampling error
does not play a role in the evaluation of school results.

This chart allows you to visualize how the number of students and
percent of students scoring “Proficient or Above” affect the confidence
interval.

Confidence Interval* by Number of Students and Size of Proportion
Percent of Students Proficient or Above
gt‘l‘l‘(‘i‘;’lffs 1 10% | 20% | 30% | 40% | 50% | 60% | 70% | 80% | 90%

10 | £32.50 | £43.33 | £49.64 | £53.07 | £54.16 | £53.07 | £49.64 | +£+43.33 | £32.50

20 | £19.69 | £26.25 | £30.08 | £32.15 | £32.82 | £32.15 | £30.08 | £26.25 | £19.69

30 | £1536 | £2047 | £23.46 | £25.08 | £25.59 | £25.08 | £23.46 | £20.47 | +£15.36

40 | £13.01 | £1734 | £1987 | £21.24 | £21.68 | £21.24 | £19.87 | £17.34 | +£13.01

50| £1149 | £1531 | £1754 | £18.76 | £19.14 | £18.76 | £17.54 | £15.31 | £11.49

60 | £1040 | £13.86 | +£1588 | £1698 | +1733 | £1698 | +£+15.88 | £13.86 | +£10.40

70 +957 | £12.76 | £14.61 | £1562 | £1595 | £15.62 | £14.61 | £12.76 +9.57

80 +891 | £+11.88 | £13.61 | £14.55 | £14.85 | £14.55 | £13.61 | +£11.88 +8.91

90 +837 | £11.16 | £12.79 | £13.67 | £13.95 | £13.67 | £12.79 | £11.16 +8.37

100 +792 | £1056 | £12.10 | £1293 | £13.20 | £12.93 | £12.10 | £10.56 +7.92

600 +3.16 +421 | + 482 +5.16 +5.26 +5.16 +4.82 +4.21 +3.16

1,500 +2.00 +2.66 +3.05 +3.26 +3.33 +3.26 +3.05 +2.66 +2.00
2,000 +1.73 +2.30 +2.64 +2.82 +2.88 +2.82 +2.64 +2.30 +1.73

*Cls in the table are percentages. See description above for details about how Cls are calculated.
**Number of students (N) is used to compute degrees of freedom: df =N - 1.

It is important to note that when multiple years of data are averaged
to calculate the percentage of students scoring at or above Proficient,
the confidence interval is based upon the total sample size (i.e., the
total number of students in two years.)

Safe Harbor

The term “safe harbor” is not an NCLB term; however, Kentucky and
other states are using the term informally to characterize the situation in
which a school/district's population or one of its subpopulations of
sufficient size fails to meet its AMO, yet is held harmless.
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Safe Harbor is the term
used by many states,
including Kentucky, to
informally characterize the
situation in which a
school/district population
(or one or more of its
subpopulations) fails to
meet its AMO, yet is held
harmless, i.e., is treated as
though it has achieved
Adequate Yearly Progress
as a result of other
favorable conditions.

How Schools Fail AYP:

e Did not meet AMO in
reading.

e Did not meet AMO in
mathematics.

¢ Did not improve other
academic indicator:
Elementary and Middle
School: CATS
classification of
“Assistance” and did
not grow at or above the
state average.
High School: Didn't
meet graduation rate
target or improve
graduation rate.

¢ Did not test 95% of all
students, or student
subpopulations of
sufficient size.

2006-2007 DAC Implementation Guide

In other words, the school/district is treated as though it has achieved
AYP, as a result of other favorable conditions.

Before safe harbor can be claimed, the participation rate must be 95%
or above. The following conditions allow a school or district to claim
"safe harbor" with respect to all students (or a subpopulation), when
its AMO is not met.

If percent proficient & above for all students fails to meet the
AMO, but ...

The school reduces by at least 10% the number of all
students who score below Proficient,
and
(a) The academic index is greater than or equal to 100,
or
(b) All students make progress on the academic index by
0.1, then the school may claim safe harbor.

If a subpopulation of sufficient size fails to meet the
AMO, but ...

The school reduces by at least 10% the number of
subpopulation students who score below Proficient,
and
(a) The subpopulation academic index is greater than or
equal to 100,
or
(b) The subpopulation makes progress on the academic
index (the academic index increases by 0.1), then
the school may claim safe harbor.

Until graduation rate data can be disaggregated by student
subpopulation, the Total Academic Index will be used for safe harbor
determination for high school’s “other academic indicator.”

Safe harbor calculations are done after any averaging of AMO data
still does not meet the AMO target.

NCLB Consequences

If a Title I school fails to make AYP in the same content area for two
consecutive years, a series of consequences are outlined in NCLB and
are applied according to specific timelines.

The AMO must be missed in the same content area (for whatever
reason) for two consecutive years for consequences to apply. NCLB
consequences do not apply when a school misses its AMO in reading
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and reaches its AMO in mathematics in one year and in the next year,
misses its AMO in mathematics and makes its AMO in reading.

It is important to note that if a school or district does not meet the
requirement of the Other Academic Indicator, or does not test at least
95% of all enrolled students and each subpopulation of sufficient size,
the school is considered to have missed its AYP in both reading and
mathematics. If such a school misses its AMO in reading or
mathematics the following year, the school will be considered as
missing its AMO in the same content area for two consecutive years.

CONSEQUENCES ONLY APPLY TO TITLE I SCHOOLS AND
DISTRICTS.

PARENT NOTIFICATION (Notification to parents in school
identified for NCLB improvement)

e What NCLB Improvement School identification means
Reasons for identification
What the school is doing to improve
How parents can become involved
What district and KDE are doing

SCHOOL CHOICE (Parents’ option to transfer student)

e All students in school identified as a NCLB Improvement
School may transfer

e (Can transfer to another public school in district not identified
as a NCLB Improvement School

e Priority given to lowest-achieving children from low-income
families

¢ District pays for transportation

COMPREHENSIVE SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN to include:

e Scientifically-researched instructional strategies

e Practices to improve core academic subjects

e Specifics for 10% of school’s Title I allocation for
professional development

e Strategies to promote effective parent involvement

e Extended school activities

e Teacher-mentoring program

SUPPLEMENTAL EDUCATIONAL SERVICES offered include:
e Low-income students attending school identified as a NCLB
Improvement School
e Tutoring and academic intervention outside of the regular
school day
e Provider must be approved by state
¢ District may become provider

CORRECTIVE ACTION (District must do one of following)
e Replace school staff relevant to improvement

2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide — Detailed Information About Your Score Reports 15
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Institute and implement new curriculum
Decrease management authority
Appoint an outside adviser

Extend school day or year

Restructure internal organization

RESTRUCTURING (District must prepare alternative governance

arrangements by planning to implement one of the following)
e Replace all or most of staff relevant to failure
e Turn operation over to the state
e Determine any other major restructuring that makes
fundamental reforms possible
e Implement if school continues not making AYP

The following provides information about the timing of
consequences:

Tier 1 of Consequences (2 years not making AYP)

¢ Implement School Choice
e  Write or revise School Plan

Tier 2 of Consequences (3 years not making AYP)

e Continue School Choice
e Revise School Plan
e Offer Supplemental Services

Tier 3 of Consequences (4 years not making AYP)

Continue School Choice

Revise School Plan

Continue Supplemental Services
Institute Corrective Action

Tier 4 of Consequences (5 years not making AYP)

Continue School Choice

Revise School Plan

Continue Supplemental Services
Continue Corrective Action

Write a Plan for Alternative Governance

Tier S of Consequences (6 years not making AYP)

Continue School Choice

Revise School Plan

Continue Supplemental Services
Continue Corrective Action
Implement Alternative Governance

2006 NCLB Interpretative Guide — Detailed Information About Your Score Reports
Kentucky Department of Education — (V 3.2)

16



2006-2007 DAC Implementation Guide

» NCLB requires school transfer within the district. KDE
encourages districts to work with neighboring districts for
transfer arrangements, if another school of the same level does
not exist in the district. If a child moves, the original district
must provide transportation to the new school as long as the
original school remains an NCLB Improvement School. If the
original school’s status changes, the child may continue to
attend the new school but parents may be asked to assume
transportation responsibility.

» The replacement of staff would require due process and would
have to be done within the constraints of the appropriate
Kentucky Revised Statutes.

» A Highly Skilled Educator (HSE) could be an outside adviser.

» Restructuring has two components: developing the
restructuring plan and implementing the plan the next year, if
the school fails to make AYP again.

NCLB District Accountability Reports

NCLB requires district-level accountability to be based on an
aggregate of students’ scores from all schools in the district. District
accountability for subpopulations, based upon aggregated scores, is
also required. Current statute authorizes the Kentucky Board of
Education to establish district accountability by regulation, and the
Board has promulgated a regulation to implement this federal
requirement (703 KAR 5:130).

Sample NCLB Report with explanations:

The sample NCLB Report is for a P-12 school configuration.

If a Title I school/district does not meet its AMO in the same content
area two years in a row, NCLB consequences will apply the
following school year. If a school or district does not meet the
criteria for the other academic indicator, or the participation rate
was determined to be less than 95%, the school or district is
considered to have missed AYP in both Reading and Mathematics and
“No’” would appear in both the Reading and Mathematics cells. This
is indicated on page two of the report, but not on page one under the
heading Met Annual Measurable Objectives. If such a school misses
its AMO in reading or mathematics the following year (for whatever
reason), the school will be considered as missing AYP in the same
content area for two consecutive years.
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QC Review QC Review

NCLB Report 2006 AYP Results

Kentucky Department
of Educalion

NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND
ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS REPORT - 2006

July 24, 2006

Number of targets met

. r & School and district name,
with percentage A-n} School

: school level, and school
Any DISTNAME code
Grades: PRIMARY-12
Code: 999888

NCLB Bottom Line

Met 11 out of 12 target goals (91.7 percent)

. 2{4;;16 Overall Title I status for 2006-2007
v ‘ N Title I: No ——— school year
es or INo Made Overall AYP: No T N—

\
nder e Teaeral Mo Child Left Behind Act a schoel/district must make 100 percent of its target geals in order to qualify Participation
as having made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP). Rate Status: Yes
or No.
AYP Summary Met Annual / - —
Table Measurable Objective Met Participatiofi™ | Other Academic
Rate Indicator== .
AMO status in
Student Group™ Reading Mathematic Smue—— Reading and
\
All Students Yes Yes Yes e Math for All
White (Non-Hispanic) Yes Yes Yes S;légents and
African-American nfa n'a Yes subpopulation
Hispamc n'a n'a n/a
.p . _ —~ Yes
Asian n'a n'a \113(\
Limited English Proficiency n'a n'a n'a

“n/a” indicates an
Free/Reduced Lunch Yes NO Yes insufficient

; s - population for
Wit Dsaioty o i Ll calculating percent
proficient.
For other measures of school progress see Commonwealth Accountability Testing System (CATS) results at: hitp'wwnw education ky gov

* If a student zroup iz listed as n'a in the chart, it means there were not enough students in that zroup at this school to get a valid score for AYP purposes.
Each student is included in the “All Students™ group.

#*For elementary and middle schools, the “Other Academic Indicator” iz the overall CATS 2005 midpoint Classification, which covers the other content areas

as well as reading and mathematics, For high schools the Other Academdc Indicator iz the Graduation Rate, The Other Academic Indicator for schools
with middle and high school grades iz both the CATS 2005 midpoint Classification and the Graduation Fate.
===]f a subpopulation doesn’t meet its Annual Meazurable Objective, it can s6ill be in “Safe Harbor” and considered to have made AYP if:
. The school reduced by at least 10%% the number of students in the subpepulation whe are not proficient, and
. That subpopulaton meets the criteria for demonstrating improvement on the Academic Index,
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AMO targets in reading
and mathematics by
testing year.

Federal Accountability

Ne Child Left Behind (NC
Adequate Yearly Progress Repor
Bazed on CATS Reszults

ky Department

NCLB consequences
by school year
“Tier Status”

rSchool and district
name, code, and
Title I status.

2chool: Any School

District: Any DIS

Coda: 5958388

Titls I: No Explanation of

QC Review

The abcwe Lable displays a summary of AYP declzione Ior reading, mathematice, and
overall; and lofcrmatlicn abCub COnNBE2guUEeNnces.

Adequate Yearly Proqress (AYE)
AYP 1B the term ussd in the federal Mo Child Left Behind (MCLE] Act to categorize
whethar a school or schocl dlstrict has met faderal accountabllibty requirsmants.
Three componente combines to determine whether a school or school district achiswvas
AYPF:

1. Annual Msasuriable Objectives (AMO) 1n reading and mathematics,

z Participaticn Rate, ana

1. 0Other Acadsmic Indicator.
The other academic indicatcr Alffers depending on the grade lewvel of the =chool.
The <ther academic indicatcr for elementary and middls schocls 18 the CATE 2005
midpoint Classificaticon and f£or high echocls 1t 18 the graduation rate.

To make AYP in reading, a school/district amd each subpopulaticn of sufficient size
must: 1) meekb Lhe AMO for reading, 2} hawve at least a 95% Participakticn Rate, AND
1} the schocl/fdistrict as a whole must meet the reguirement of the COther Academic
Indicator.

To make AYP in mathematics, a school/district and each subpopulaticn of sufficient
Bilze must: 1) maekb Lhe AMO for mathematics, Z) hawe at least a 55% Participation
Rate, AWD 2} the schocl/fdistrict as a whole must mest the requirement of the Other
Academic Indicater.

For echools of dietricts that contailn slamentary, middla, and high schocl lavels
both the CATS 2005 midpoint Classeification and Graduation Rate are used for the
Other Academic Indicatocr. The achool or district recelwves a yes or o in the ovar-
all AYF category bassd on whether a school/district has made AYP in reading and in
mathematics.

It 15 important to pote that if 3 school or district doess oot meeb the regquirement
of the Accountabllity Index abt the elementary and middle school levels and/or
graduation rate at the high school Jevel, or did oot test at Jeast 55§ of 3ll enm-
rolled students and each subpopulation of surficient size, the school 15 considersd
to hawve migsed its AYP in both reading and mathematics.

Education the Wellstone
L 4 — A
mendment
Armusl WIa Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) Wellatone Amendment
ejective [AMO) Summary Congequences In april of Z00€, the Kesntucky Board of Educaticn (KBE) approved adopting the flexi-
Testing Orrermll HOIR Bohesl bility that the United States Deparktment of Educaticn (USDOE) offered that 1= commonly
Taar Reading | Hathematics Beading | Mathematics LYP Tiex Yamr referred to as kthe "Wellstons Amendment.” This would be ussd as Kentucky transiticns
:nni-n:l 7 .30 10.87 WA WA WA 2002-03 ;Ebgc:c?ntabitity Ei; riadinghanﬂdmitzewatiza aaieaamegti ;n gr;ﬂis 1-B ;DT:GEPIYf;;;h
_ ~ . In epring 200€, Kentucky administered an Augmented Morm Refersnced Tesk (A 1
2002-03 1 _37.38 19.57 Y=o Yoo Yea 2003-04 for reading and mathematica in the grades where the Eentucky Core Comkent Test (KECCT)
=|:":'-"':""I 37.38 18.57 B B i 2004-05 was mot praviously administered. With implementaticn of the ASHRT for 2006, there i
2004-05 45.21 29.62 Mo Mo o 1 2008-06 only one year of data avallable in the augmented gradsse. Without data from previcus
:nns-nﬁl 45,21 29.62 Teo No Ko WA 2006-07 years, Ksntucky has inwvoked the flexiblility offered by the Wellstone Amendment and
2006 -07 45 .21 29.62 2007-08 caloculatsd AYP for the existing KOCT grades by averaging two years of data for all
B I e LT e schocla, districte and subpopulaticns of sufficient size.
2008-0% | 60.86 49.732 2008-10 o Child Left Behind Improvemsnt School or Digtrict
2008-10 I 68.69 59.79 2010-11 A Bchool or Aistrickt that does not maks AYP for two consecutbive ysars in the sams con-
2010-11 T6.52 69.04 2011-12 tent area, reading or mathematice, 12 ccmeidered a Mo Child Left Behind Improwvement
2011-12 I 84.35 79.89 2012-13 School or Districk. A series of conseguences (called "Tiere”) 18 reguired of MNCLE Im-
o t Schools for each subeeJuent ear the schoocl or disgtrict does oot make over-
2013-13 | 92.17 89,95 2013-14 provemen uent ¥
I 811 AYF. Tier 1 of conSeguences begins after 2 comsecukive years of not making AYF in
| 2013-14 | 100.00 100.00 2014-15 the Bame content area.

HCLE Consequences,

Tier 1 of Consegueltms
schocl plan.

Tier 2 of Conseguences (3 year
plan, and offsr supplemental
Tier 3 of Cocnseguences (4 ye
plan, continus supplemental

Tier 4 of Cocnseguences (5 ye
plan, continus supplemental =
Alternative Governance.

Tier & of Cocnseguences (6 Years not making AYP): Continue scheool cholcs, rewviss schocl
plan, continus supplemental services, continus corrective acticn, and implement Alker-
nativae Gowvernance.

veidrs not making AYP): S5chool cholce, and write or revise

AYES :

Explanation of NCLB
consequences

Contlinue school cholca, rewviess school

chool cholce, rewies school
wa actlion.

chool cholca, rewles Bchocl
cticn, and write a plan for

Other Academic Indicator

For elementary and middle schools, meeting the reguirsment for the Other Academic In-
dicator 18 defined as a:
* schocl classificaticn of any category of Progressing or Mests Goal in the
CATE 2005 midpolint classeificaticn, OR
* schozl in the Assistance caktsgory which demonstrates growth in the account-
ability index at or above ths state average for the specific grade-lswvel oon-
figuration.
HCLE improwemsnt on Graduation Rate means a Graduaticn Rate that:
* iz =qual to or greataer than the corresponding annual goal, OR
+  =xceeds that of the prior year.
The application of the CATE 2005 midpoint Classification and the Graduation Rate as
the WCLE "Other Acadesmic Indicatcr® 18 lagged cns year.

Safe Harbor (Denoted by "Satfe™)

A Bchool or dlstrict that has not met ths r-:—a-jin.g ar mathematics AMO, 12 considered to

hawve mek the Dt-jECtl‘-"E in rea-:llng o mathematlice 1f the achool or district:

al reduces 1ts ]_:EI-:El'lt af tobal studsnkbs or E-UII]_:-:\F-Lllatl-:-]'.II,H:' fwhichewer gIC-LI.DI,H:' daia
nct maekb the rea-:ling or mathsmatice annual measurable -:-]:Ij aecblive) . E-EDIlﬂg balow
proficient by 10%: AND

b} ptudente in the z2ame [:-:pular_i.-:-n oFr HthP:-PLllath-ﬂ':H_l meet the criteria for Jdemon-
Htrar_lng J.D].F-IU'-"ETI'IE]'.It on the Academilc Index.
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P . :i‘; Federal Accountability —
] No Child Left Behind (NCLE) District:
¢ a8 ) early Progress Report - 2006 Code:

* Indicates percent ‘isﬁd on CATS Results Title I:

Hapiueky Departman)

P of students scoring

Any Echool
Any DISTMRME
00388

Y=a

proficient or above

- The zoo0& AMO and Participation BEate is bassd on a two year sverags (2005 and ZOOE] .

- The graph abowve prz=pente the Z00f percentage of otudentr at or above proficiency with a 39% confidence interval.
® The top of ths shadsd ar=a of the graph indicat=s the 200& Anous]l M=apurable Objective [ENO) targst for reading.
.

The Z005 and 2006 percent proficient or above are presented in the table alomg with the low and high poinkts of the

confidence interval arcund the 2008 parocs=ntage.

The arsas highlighted in red indicate whsre Adequate Yearly Progre=ss (AYP) was not made.

- cufficient size for AMOE is: a)] at lsast 10 studentrs in the subpopulation in esach grade wh=r= NCLE acceconenots ars
administered, AND b) at leasgt &0 stud=nts in th= lation in thes= cowbined grades CR the number of ctudents in
the subpopulation ip at least 15% of all studento in these conbined grads=s. (Accountabls Studs=nteo)

® cufficient sizs for Darticipation is: &) at l=apt 10 students in the pubpopulaticn in =ach grads where HCLE assess-

ments are sdministe=r=d, AWD b] at lesst §3 stud=nts in the subpopulation in these conbinsd grads=e. (Tested Students)

Run Date: 08/089/2008

r calculations.

ANOD Counta FE ] 230 &
All Stud t
H /_/ 2006 READING AMO R
100 - | Tt ET L
" The top of the “I” is the upper limit of the T = =
confidence interval. 11ea
Bo Totmwl l1ie 137
1 + :’:1=- :I-I:rn.- 4L
spanis rer
70 4 .
Reading results — AMOs were met for i . o
50 | subpopulations of sufficient size. 1ata
11th
Total 103 £ 1
African - ™
Amsrican e .
Tt Subpopulation totals
3k for AMO Sufficient
19tk .
11t Size for 2005 and
Two-year average percent Proficient ST Loiad 2006.
or above along with the low and high 1 \.

* Tth 1 o
percentages determined by the ata : :
confidence interval: all students and lota
subpopulations. Limited Fraa/Raduced with 11 :1 T - =

\ English Lunch Disabiliey e ien ]
~ profictency Key for this page of the report
Participation Rata Other koademdc Indicator (o)
oot Average 200G & 200G T0E & J00% ibows Aspiotanos Grafuation Fats /, = =
% Profioclsmt % Proficiemt ilass, :Eligh] Ho. Studsnte | Feroantage 2008 {och, stata) 2004 ] 2005 Tica
Etudenta B2.24 £9.70 ( 59.16, 80.24) 280 100 Yoo (4.7, 1T) | wia | a rora1 5 e
Whits (Hom-Biopemia) 46.01 £7.42 ( £4.27, 20.57) 200 109 Demota:  w - Below AU Targst T ey
79.57 «  75.8¢ ( B3.51, 90.21) 23 & - safs markor Eagi
E + - 15% of Populaci : . .
o - rombined — “Combined LEP” includes LEP students who
Linited Englich Proficismoy 1 i - Improring have exited an LEP program within the last two
Lunch 48.84 £8.97 ([ BE.a3, 22.11) 174 100 . : .
With Disability . B2.76 { £3.02. 100.00) = years and are included in subpopulation for AMO

Ath
1dth
11th

L]

& 0

Totml L]

B4

Wikh
Tismbillity

Atk
1tk

Tth
Stk

10
10

ie
11

13tk
11th

Totml 20
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Bun Date: 09/05/2006

SEADND
& 1 Federal Accountabkility Cohool s Any School
] ’ .
] No Child Left Behind (NCLRE) District:  Any DISTHEME
¢ Adequate Yearly Progress Report - 2006 Code 930228
Kortueky Dapartment Based on CATS Results Title I: Yea
of Education
AMNO Countm FETT FETT
All dtudsots
2006 MATHEMATICS AMO .
100 Tth BT L]
ath 71 Tz
50 4 1otk
. / L. \ 11th
o0 | Mathematics results — AMOs were The upper limit of the roea: 138 ar
met for all subpopulations of confidence interval is - M N
704 sufficient size. above the target. If it had Tea i o
Ath SE 45
. been below the target, the ey
percentages would appear 11t
. . . Total 101 51
50 in red instead of black in FErrTrTe ey
Amacican
the chart below. ! 1ta
Tth 14 13
The “2005 % \ < Ath 11 1g
Proficient” is data raey
. 11
from 2005 and is T . a1
1 FEY LTI J Other academic
not averaged with o
revious years { indicator -
. 7 o
p Y 1 “Above :
] Assistance” applies
a1l Whita (Hoo- African- Limitad Free,Raduced With il to elementary and 2
Hispanic) Amarican English Lunch Disabd1ity TETTY F .
Proficiancy L middle schools and
7/ 3 1 2
\ Hathamatioe RH / Participation Fate oiher Aoademlo Indicator (o) Gra'duatlor} Rate :
ATETATS & 2006 T00E & I00% Abova Ameictancs craduation Fata apphes to hlgh
% Frofioci i Lomsr, :E:I.E]:J Ho. Ztudsnte | Feroantage 2008 {och, stata) 2004 ] 2005 SChOOl
all tudento ~ 20017 25.87 ( 16.22, 35.52) 280 100 Yoo ( 4.7, 1T) wa | wa : .
White (Hom-Hiopamio) a0, 38 28 .E7 [ 16.94, 40.20) 200 10 Denote: x - Balow AYD Target Limictad . /
Af rioan-imeriocan 18.148 # 32,22 { 0.00, 44.87) =44 g - Zafs Harbor Exglish s,
Higpania c + - 15% of Dopulaticn Proficlancy Tta o o
Aoian ¢ - Conbdned LEP 'y o 1
Liwited Englioh Profiolsmoy 1 i - Improring e
Frea ad Lunoh 16,67 17.07 { 6.0d, 20.10) 174 100 11En
With Dipabdlity * 42.86 ( 11.37, 74.35) 50 Total o 1
Fras/ Raducsed [gep
» The 2006 AHD and Participation Rake is based on a two year average (2005 and ZOOE] . fumeh 1tm
- The graph abows prepsntp the 2008 percentage of ptudents at or abowe proficiency with a 53% confidsnce interval. Tth 43 44
- The top of ths shaded arsa of the graph indicat=s the Z00f Annua]l Me=apurable Cbjective [AMO) target for mathematics. ity Lk} 40
- The z00S5 and 200§ percent proficient or abows ars presented inm the= tabl= along with the low and high points of the loex
confidence interval arcund the 2008 parc=ntages. LLER
# The areas highlight=d in red indicate whers Ad=quate Yearly Progr=ss (AYP) was not made. e Iotel L] LES
- Eufficient sizs for AMOp ip: a] at lesst 10 studsnts in the subpopulation in each grade wher= NCLE accescnents ars DimabBility it
administered, AND b) at leagt €0 stud=nts in the subpopulation in th=pes cowbined grades COR the number of students in 1t
the subpopulation ie at least 15% of all studente in these conbined grad=e. (Accountable Students) TER 1w 1e
- Eufficient size for Participation is: a) at l=apt 10 studenots in ths pubpopulation in e=ach grads where HCLE ass=ssg- itk =2 11
nents are administersd, AMD b] at least 50 ptudents in the subpopulation in these combined grades. (Tested Students) 19t
11td
Total 20 30
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Definitions for Implementation of NCLB for Districts and Schools, 2005 - 2006

Issue

2005- 2006

Comments

Full Academic Year

703KAR 5:001
Sec. 1 (21), (22)

One hundred (100) instructional days (not necessarily
consecutive) of enrollment in a school, from the first day
of school to the first day of testing window.

No change since 2003-2004

Sufficient Size for
Participation Rate

703 KAR 5:001
Sec. 1 (35), (36), (52)

703 KAR 5:020
Sec. 10 (09)

Computed only when the school or district has 10
subpopulation students per accountability grade tested
per year and 60 subpopulation students overall at the
school in the accountability grades tested over two years.

Participation rate will be computed by averaging 2 years
of data. (Wellstone Amendment)

Wellstone Amendment has changed this definition
by requiring two years of data.

Sufficient Size for
Annual Measurable
Objective (AMO)

703 KAR 5:001
Sec. 1 (52)

Both (1) and (2) below are required. Note that (2) may
be accomplished in two ways:

(1) 10 subpopulation students tested per grade per year;
and

(2) (a) 60 subpopulation students school-wide in the
KCCT grades over two years;
or
(b) Subpopulation count comprises 15% of all
students in the KCCT grades over two years.

Wellstone Amendment has changed this definition
by requiring two years of data.

Tests used for 2006 NCLB reporting are:
KCCT Reading grades 4, 7 & 10

KCCT Mathematics grades 5, 8 & 11

Calculation of Annual
Measurable Objective
(AMO)

703 KAR 5:020
Sec. 10 (3), (9b)

703 KAR 5:130
Sec. 8 (3), (7b)

KDE with the support of KBE has evoked the Wellstone
Amendment which uses two years of data to calculate
the percentages of accountable students who scored
proficient or above in reading and mathematics compared
to the specific grade-level configuration target.

Wellstone Amendment has changed this definition
by requiring two years of data.
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Definitions for Implementation of NCLB for Districts and Schools, 2005 - 2006

Issue 2005- 2006 Comments
Other Academic Use of CATS biennial or mid-point classification for No change since 2004-2005.
Indicator elementary and middle schools from the prior year. This
indicator will be considered to be met if a school is
703 KAR 5:001 classified as progressing (any category), meets goal, or if

Sec. 1, (11b), (12b), (13b)

703 KAR 5:020
Sec. 10, (2b), (5b)

703 KAR 5:130
Sec. 8, (2b), (5b)

in assistance has demonstrated growth in the
accountability index at or above the state average for the
specific grade-level configuration.

Use of graduation rate from the prior year for high
schools.

Graduation Rate

703 KAR 5:001

In addition to students who receive four-year diplomas,
the following students qualify as graduates:

e Students, who do not graduate in four years, but have
an Individual Education Plan (IEP) documenting their
need for more than four years of secondary school
education to complete their program.

No change since 2003-2004.

Drop-Out Count

Students in the school drop-out count include:

e Students who withdraw from a Kentucky school and
do not enroll in another school or district or district-
contracted General Educational Diploma (GED)
program, or

e Students who enroll in a GED program, but do not
earn their GED by October of the following year.

No change since 2004-2005
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Definitions for Implementation of NCLB for Districts and Schools, 2005 - 2006

Issue

2005- 2006

Comments

Reporting Timeframe

Final reports in August 2006 reflect both multiple choice
and open response results for KCCT reading and
mathematics for students.

The Augmented NRT data is reported but only
KCCT reading and mathematics is used for AYP
determinations.

Limited English
Proficient (LEP)
Students

703 KAR 5:070
Inclusion of Special
Populations in the
State-Required
Assessment &
Accountability
Program

First Year:

New LEP students are counted in participation rate, but

need not be included in AYP or CATS accountability.

New LEP students ...

e Must be tested using a state-approved English

language proficiency assessment.

e Must be tested in mathematics (grades 5, 8, 11).

e May be tested in reading (grades 4, 7, 10).

e The English language proficiency test will be used for

determining Participation Rate instead of reading.

Second and Subsequent Years:

e Must participate in all state-required assessments
(except the Writing Portfolio which is not required in
the second year).

e The test scores of LEP students are included in AYP
and the Commonwealth Accountability Testing
System (CATS).

LEP Subpopulation Membership:

e Students must be retained in the LEP accountability
subpopulation for up to 2 years following attainment
of English proficiency as reflected on results of the
state-approved English language proficiency test.

e However, in connection with reporting subpopulation
results, LEP students who have attained English
proficiency may be excluded from subpopulation size
computation.

No change since 2003-2004.
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